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s eem.. . ?

b e cons i de red r e a s onabl e ?

SENATOR WARNER: I wonder if Senator Schmit would yield to a
couple of questions?

SPEAKER NICHOL: Would you respond, Senator Schmit, please?

SENATOR SCHMIT: I yield, Senator.

SENATOR WARNER: A couple of things that would be helpful if
I could understand the intent of the amendment. As now
worded, e g r ess and ingress if reasonable for a ny per iod o f
construction and maintenance, what would we ass u me a ny
p eriod o f t i m e l en g t h t o b e ?

SENATOR SCHMIT: I believe, Senator, that would be in the
discretion of the department. We have only indicated in the
statute that the department shall, if at all reasonable,
provide that ingress and egress an d I wou l d h ope i n t h e
contractual arrangements for the construction proposal that
that would be covered in a manner that w ould be c o n s i d e r e d
acceptable to the local businesses.

SENATOR WARNER: I had an amendment that defined a
reasonable period, in excess of s even work d ays , w oul d t h a t

SENATOR SCHMIT: Ar e you saying, Senator, that seven
work...that the denial o f access f o r se v e n wo rk da y s w o u l d

SENATOR WARNER: Pos sibly. I am t r yi n g t o a r r i ve at
how.. . s ee , I am t hi n ki ng of the highway thing h ere de a l s
with contractors. We are also talk' ng about governmental
subdiv i s i o n s a l ot of...let's say a water main b l e w u p ,
which i s not i ncon cei v a b le that would block a ccess.
Everybody would say it is r easonable , o f cou r se , t o go i n
there and take three, four days maybe to tear it up and fix
it, lay it back but I co uld presume that someone could
harass a little community, they do the work themselves, not
an outside contractor, that because of statute t hat a c c e s s
h as t o b e p r ov i d ed even for temporary closing of t h a t
nature, and I was wondering if you would see a problem with
putting a limit on or a minimum number of days that could be

SENATOR SCHMIT: I gu ess that I would say this, Senator, I
would think that it would work more to the detriment of the

excused from the statute?
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